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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1-4, 8, 26-31, 35, 53-58, 62, 80-85, 89, 107 and 108 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Yamartino (US Patent 6,345,095). 

Claim 1 is limited to a method of processing phone numbers. Yamartino 
discloses a telephone number area code preprocessor. See Abstract. In general, the 
preprocessor includes means for updating a plurality of recently changed phone number 
components. As disclosed in column 7, lines 24-37, the producer (115) of figure 1 
updates a telephone number database (120) on a periodic basis. The database 
includes, at least, area code information and exchange information as suggested in 
column 7, lines 33-35. These pieces of information correspond to a plurality of phone 
number components. The update' process must override these components either 
holistically or on a piece-by-piece basis, such as scanning the component to determine 
if it is outdated before updating. In either case, it is inherent that each updated area 
code and exchange number must be received from an update source and stored in a 
corresponding area code or exchange number field within database (120). In order to 
ensure proper updating, the received components must be indexed so that they 
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override their respective old components; this corresponds to parsing. The updating 
corresponds to correcting one or more of the stored phone numbers, and is clearly 
achieved before retrieval by a calling party (180). Therefore, Yamartino anticipates all 
limitations of the claim. 

Claims 28, 55, and 82 are essentially the same as claim 1, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 2 is limited to the method of claim 7, as covered by Yamartino. Yamartino 
discloses that the database (120) stores at least area codes. See column 7, lines 33- 
35. Therefore, Yamartino anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 29, 56, and 83 are essentially the same as claim 2, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 3 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Yamartino. Yamartino 
discloses that a calling party (180) is operable to select one of the numbers stored in 
database (120) for subsequent generation by initiator (185). See column 10, lines 31- 
49. Therefore, Yamartino anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 30, 57, and 84 are essentially the same as claim 3, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 4 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Yamartino. Yamartino 
discloses detecting undialable phone numbers, by comparing a range of valid 
subscriber extensions associated with a particular exchange to the user entered 
subscriber extension. See column 7, line 57, through column 8, line 4. The user is 
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informed of the mistake so that it can be rectified. See column 7, lines 54-56. 
Therefore, Yamartino anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 31, 58, and 85 are essentially the same as claim 4, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 8 is limited to the method of claim 4, as covered by Yamartino. As shown 
in the rejection of claim 4, invalid subscriber extensions are identified by the system of 
Yamartino and made known to the dialing user. It follows that the dialed number is 
rendered dialable upon the user removing the incorrect extension and adding the 
correct extension. Therefore, Yamartino anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 35, 62, and 89 are essentially the same as claim 1, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 26 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Yamartino. As 
shown in the rejection of claim 1 , Yamartino discloses updating area codes stored within 
a database (120) such that an area code update corrects a stored number of the 
database. See column 7, lines 24-37. Therefore, Yamartino anticipates all limitations of 
the claim. 

Claims 53, 80, and 107 are essentially the same as claim 26, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Claim 27 is limited to the method of claim 1 } as covered by Yamartino. As 
shown in the rejection of claim 1, Yamartino discloses updating area codes stored within 
a database (120) such that an area code update corrects a stored number of the 
database, where area codes are directly associated with the geography associated with 
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one or more stored telephones. See column 7, lines 24-37. Therefore, Yamartino 
anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 54, 81, and 108 are essentially the same as claim 27, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

2. Claims 1-7, 9, 12-19, 28-34, 55-61, 82-88, 36, 63, 90, 39-46, 66-73 and 93-100 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Burg et al. (US Patent 6,134,319). 

Claim 1 is limited to a method of processing phone numbers. Burg discloses an 
apparatus and method for dialing out of local area telephone calls. See Abstract. The 
system as seen in figure 1 includes a data network (200) and an associated database 
(250). In one embodiment, the system allows a user of PC (100) to input a telephone 
number into the data network (200), at which point it becomes a stored number. The 
input telephone number is composed of a plurality of components, at least a local and 
possibly out-of-area access code section. See column 2, lines 23-59. The network 
scans the local and out-of-area sections to determine if the number is consistent with 
provided geographic information regarding the destination as provided by the user of 
the PC. The network performs updating to correct the number if any inconsistencies are 
discovered during the scanning, i.e. parsing. After scanning and correction, the stored 
number is made accessible to the user of the PC for subsequent dialing, thus, 
correction occurs prior to selecting a stored phone number to dial. See column 8, lines 
53-67. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 28, 55, and 82 are essentially the same as claim 1 , and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 
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Claim 2 is limited to the method of claim 7, as covered by Burg. Burg discloses 
receiving an entire phone number and analyzing all possible international and national 

access codes, which inherently include international/national prefix codes as well as 

< 

country/area codes. See column 2, lines23-59. Therefore, Burg anticipates all 
limitations of the claim. 

Claims 29, 56, and 83 are essentially the same as claim 2, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 3 is limited to the method of claim 1 X as covered by Burg. Burg discloses 
that a stored number is enabled for subsequent dialing after correction. Thus, a calling 
party can quickly access the corrected number without entering the number and 
correcting it again; i.e. selecting at least one of the one or more stored phone numbers 
to dial. See column 8, lines 53-67. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the 
claim. 

Claims 30, 57, and 84 are essentially the same as claim 3, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 4 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Burg. Burg discloses 
that a number entered by a user is stored for processing and is scanned for 
inconsistencies with the location of the intended destination. See column 6, lines 22-40. 
Without the proper access codes, the number entered by the user is undialable, thus, 
adding the codes makes it dialable. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the 
claim. 
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Claims 31, 58, and 85 are essentially the same as claim 4, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 5 is limited to the method of claim 4, as covered by Burg. The system 
disclosed by Burg is capable of adding international access codes to enable an 
international call. See column 4, lines 16-42. It is inherent that these codes include an 
international prefix. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 32, 59, and 86 are essentially the same as claim 5, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 6 is limited to the method of claim 4, as covered by Burg. The system 
disclosed by Burg is capable of adding national access codes to enable a long-distance 
national call. See column 4, line 57 through column 5, line 7. It is inherent that these 
codes include a national prefix. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 33, 60, and 87 are essentially the same as claim 6, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 7 is limited to the method of claim 4, as covered by Burg. The system 
disclosed by Burg is capable of adding international access codes to enable an 
international call. See column 4, lines 16-42. It is inherent that these codes include a 
country code. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 34, 61, and 88 are essentially the same as claim 7, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 9 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Burg. The system of 
Burg allows a user to enter either an incomplete or a complete telephone number, 
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including prefix access codes. If an incomplete number is entered, prefix codes are 
appended. See column 2, lines 22-43. If a complete number is entered, the entered 
prefix codes are verified for correctness. See column 2, lines 45-51 . The determination 
that an incomplete number was entered and the verification of a complete number both 
correspond to identifying one or more invalid phone numbers. 

Claims 36, 63, and 90 are essentially the same as claim 9, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 12 is limited to the method of claim 9, as covered by Burg. In column 8, 
lines 39-44, Burg discloses that the system can detect extraneous access codes, and 
remove them before subsequently storing the number in a database, i.e. identifying one 
stored phone number as having too many digits. Therefore, Burg anticipates all 
limitations of the claim. 

Claims 39, 66, and 93 are essentially the same as claim 12, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 13 is limited to the method of claim 9, as covered by Burg. In column 5, 
lines 22-40, Burg discloses that the system detects an incomplete number, and 
appends the required prefix codes necessary to complete a call to the intended 
destination, i.e. identifying one stored phone number as having too few digits. 
Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 40, 67, and 94 are essentially the same as claim 13, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 
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Claim 14 is limited to the method of claim 9, as covered by Burg. In column 5, 
lines 22-40, Burg discloses that the system detects an incomplete number, and 
appends the required prefix codes necessary to complete a call to the intended 
destination, i.e. identifying one stored phone number as missing one or more phone 
number components. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 41, 68, and 95 are essentially the same as claim 14, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 15 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Burg. In column 4, 
lines 16-42, Burg discloses that the system detects an incomplete number, and 
appends the required prefix codes necessary to complete a call to the intended 
destination, including international prefix codes, which inherently include country codes] 
i.e. determining one or more country codes missing from one or more phone numbers of 
the one or more stored phone numbers. Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of 
the claim. 

Claims 42, 69, and 96 are essentially the same as claim 15, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 16 is limited to the method of claim 15, as covered by Burg. In 
determining the proper international prefix to append to an incomplete telephone 
number, Burg discloses that the calling party enters information related to the 
incomplete telephone number. In particular, a calling party enters the destination 
country and region therein of the incomplete telephone number. See column 4, lines 
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16-42. This inherently provides the country of a customer portal. Therefore, Burg 
anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 43, 70, and 97 are essentially the same as claim 16, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 17 is limited to the method of claim 16, as covered by Burg. In 
determining the proper international prefix to append to an incomplete telephone 
number, Burg discloses that the calling party enters information related to the 
incomplete telephone number. In particular, a calling party enters the destination 
country and region therein of the incomplete telephone number. See column 4, lines 
16-42. The entered country and region correspond to contact data associated with the 
one or more phone numbers missing one or more country codes. Therefore, Burg 
anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 44, 71, and 98 are essentially the same as claim 17, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. ' 

Claim 18 is limited to the method of claim 1 } as covered by Burg. In column 4, 
lines 57 through column 5, line 8, Burg discloses that the system detects an incomplete 
number, and appends the required prefix codes necessary to complete a call to the 
intended destination, including national prefix codes, which inherently include area 
codes] i.e. determining one or more area codes missing from one or more phone 
numbers of the one or more stored phone numbers. Therefore, Burg anticipates all 
limitations of the claim. 
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Claims 45, 72, and 99 are essentially the same as claim 18, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 19 is limited to the method of claim 18, as covered by Burg. In 
determining the proper national prefix to append to an incomplete telephone number, 
Burg discloses that the calling party enters information related to the incomplete 
telephone number. In particular, a calling party enters the destination state and city 
therein of the incomplete telephone number. See column 4, line 57, through column 5, 
line 8. The entered state and city correspond to contact data associated with the one or 
more stored phone numbers missing one or more area codes; and because this 
information produces an area code, it enables reverse lookups within the database 
(250). Therefore, Burg anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 46, 73, and 100 are essentially the same as claim 19, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

3. Claims 1, 9, 10, 28, 36, 37, 55, 63, 64, 82, 90 and 91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Vander Meiden (US Patent 6,553,116). 

Claim 1 is limited to a method of processing phone numbers. Vander Meiden 
discloses a system and method for early detection of area code changes. See Abstract. 
A dialed number, preferably stored in a speed dial list, is transmitted to a network (500) 
from telecommunication equipment (502) as in step 1002 of figure 5. The outgoing 
number is stored and subsequently compared with a connected party number 
transmitted from the network (500) upon completion of the outgoing call. The area 
codes are compared in step 1008 of figure 5, which inherently comprises parsing. 
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Based on the comparison, an area code change is indicated as seen in step 1018 of 
figure 5, which corresponds to attempting to correct. Since the indication of a pending 
area code change is indicated in step 1018, it occurs prior to the phone number, stored 
in a speed dial list, being dialed a second time. Therefore, Vander Meiden anticipates 
all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 28, 55, and 82 are essentially the same as claim 1, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 9 is limited to the method of claim 7, as covered by Vander Meiden. As 
seen in figure 5, step 1010, an invalid telephone number is identified from the 
comparison in step 1008. Therefore, Vander Meiden anticipates all limitations of the 
claim. 

Claims 36, 63, and 90 are essentially the same as claim 9, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 10 is limited to the method of claim 9, as covered by Vander Meiden. In 
step 1018 of figure 5, the user or PBX administrator is notified of the invalid phone 
number. The PBX administrator corresponds to a call center Therefore, Vander 
Meiden anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 37, 64, and 91 are essentially the same as claim 10, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

4. Claims 1, 20-22, 25, 28, 47-49, 52, 55, 74-76, 79, 82, 101-103 and 106 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Nixon et al. (US Patent 5,475,743). 



V 
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Claim 1 is limited to a method of processing phone numbers. Nixon discloses a 
system and method for processing telephone numbers. See Abstract. As seen from 
figures 5A and 5B, a number input from phonebook (18), i.e. stored, is parsed in steps 
(306), (310), (314), (330), (334), and (344). See column 2, lines 54-60. Based on these 
parsing steps, the number is expanded to canonical form, i.e. attempted to correct. The 
input number is generated from a calling list, which means the number is stored. Also, 
the expanded input number is not dialed until the user decides it is the correct expanded 
form of the input number, i.e. attempting to correct. . .prior to selecting. . .the stored 
phone numberfs] to dial. See column 17, lines 37-59. Therefore, Nixon anticipates all 
limitations of the claim. 

Claims 28, 55, and 82 are essentially the same as claim 1, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Claim 20 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Nixon. As seen in 
column 17, line 65, through column 18, line 7, the system of Nixon expands a non- 
canonical telephone number into its canonical form. Therefore, Nixon anticipates all 
limitations of the claim. 

Claims 47, 74, and 101 are essentially the same as claim 20, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Claim 21 is limited to the method of claim 20, as covered by Nixon. Nixon 
discloses that the canonical form depends on the country of destination. See column 
17, lines 65-67. Therefore, Nixon anticipates all limitations of the claim. 
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Claims 48, 75, and 102 are essentially the same as claim 21 , and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Claim 22 is limited to the method of claim 22, as covered by Nixon. Nixon 
discloses that the canonical form depends on the country of destination, i.e. geography. 
See column 17, lines 65-67. Therefore, Nixon anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 49, 76, and 103 are essentially the same as claim 22, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Claim 25 is limited to the method of claim 20, as covered by Nixon. Nixon 
discloses that the canonical form depends on the country of destination and its 
associated dialing rules. For example, the NANP requires ten digits after the country 
code, i.e. depends on a number of digits following a country code. See column 17, lines 
65-67. Therefore, Nixon anticipates all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 52, 79, and 106 are essentially the same as claim 25, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 11, 38, 65 and 92 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vander Meiden (US Patent 6,553,1 1 6). 
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Claim 11 is limited to the method of claim 9, as covered by Vander Meiden. In 
step 1018 of figure 5, the user or PBX administrator is notified of the invalid phone 
number. The user corresponds to a phone user. However, Vander Meiden doesn't 
expressly indicate that the communication device (502) of figure 1 is a mobile phone. 
Therefore, Vander Meiden anticipates all limitations of the claim with the exception of 
notifying a mobile phone user of the one or more invalid phone numbers. 

The examiner takes Official Notice of the fact that mobile telephones were well 
known at the time of the invention. Because the system of Vander Meiden is not limited 
to the type of terminal device, it follows that any type of device could have been used as 
the originating device (502) of figure 1 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to use a mobile telephone as the originating 
device as was known in the prior art so an originating user can communicate remotely. 

Claims 38, 65, and 92 are essentially the same as claim 1 1 , and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

6. Claims 23, 24, 50, 51, 77, 78, 104 and 105 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Nixon et al. (US Patent 5,475,743) in view of the online article "Phoning 
to and From Italy, located at http://www.slowtrav.com/italy/instructions/phones.htm). 

Claim 23 is limited to the method of claim 20, as covered by Nixon. Nixon 
discloses expanding an input telephone number based on its country's dialing rules. 
Nixon suggests that even portable phone numbers can be expanded. See column 3, 
lines 33-44. However, the system of Nixon does not teach adjusting the canonical form 
whether the input telephone number is associated with mobile telephony. 
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The examiner takes Official Notice of the fact that canonical telephone numbers 
for certain countries varied based on whether the number is associated with mobile or 
landline telephony at the time of the invention. Italy, for example requires each mobile 
phone number to begin with the number three, followed by its associated city code; 
evidence of this is provided by the online article "Phoning to and From Italy" located at 
http://www.slowtrav t com/italv/instructions/phones.htm . Specifically, the article indicates 
that since March 01, 2001 , all mobile numbers in Italy were assigned a prefix to 
distinguish them from landlines. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to expand an input telephone number dependent on whether it was associated 
with mobile telephony in order to distinguish them from landline telephone numbers. 

Claims 50, 77, and 104 are essentially the same as claim 23, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Claim 24 is limited to the method of claim 20, as covered by Nixon. Nixon 
discloses expanding an input telephone number based on its country's dialing rules. 
Nixon suggests that even portable phone numbers can be expanded. See column 3, 
lines 33-44. However, the system of Nixon does not teach adjusting the canonical form 
whether the input telephone number is associated with landline telephony. 

The examiner takes Official Notice of the fact that canonical telephone numbers 
for certain countries varied based on whether the number is associated with mobile or 
landline telephony at the time of the invention. Italy, for example requires each mobile 
phone number to begin with the number three, followed by its associated city code; 
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evidence of this is provided by the online article "Phoning to and From Italy" located at 
http://www.slowtrav.com/italv/instructions/phones.htm . Specifically, the article indicates 

* 

that since March 01 , 2001 , all mobile numbers in Italy were assigned a prefix to 
distinguish them from landlines. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 

► 

invention to expand an input telephone number dependent on whether it was associated 
with landline telephony in order to distinguish them from mobile telephone numbers. 

Claims 51, 78, and 105 are essentially the same as claim 24, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Walter F Briney III whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7513. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on 571-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/622,093 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2644 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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